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long ago that if we agree to what is
presently the overspending in this
budget, it could mean as much as $430
billion out of the surplus in the next
few years.

Both an $18.9 billion natural-resources bill
and a $23.6 billion measure that funds energy
and water programs are expected to be sent
to the White House, and the transportation
bill soon could follow. The Republican lead-
ership believes it has reached a compromise
to free up the measure funding the Treasury
and the operations of the White House and
Capitol.

That still leaves the heart of the domestic
budget—massive bills funding education,
health, housing and environmental pro-
grams. Negotiations on those bills are hov-
ering near or even above the president’s
spending requests.

The natural-resources bill agreed to last
week illustrates the steady cost escalation:
The $18.9 billion price tag is about $4 billion
over the bill passed by the House in June.

In a landmark commitment to conserva-
tion, the legislation would devote as much as
$12 billion during the next six years, mainly
to buy lands and wildlife habitat threatened
by development. As the annual commitment
grows from $1.6 billion to $2.4 billion in 2006,
more and more dollars would go for sorely
needed maintenance work in the nation’s
parks.

Regarding the national parks, that is
something with which I don’t disagree.

I have suggested from time to time
when my colleagues say there is noth-
ing we can do because the President
has the leverage over us in order to
shut down the Government for which
we would get the blame, if just once,
with one appropriations bill, just one,
we could send to the President a bill
that doesn’t have a single earmark,
have a single legislative rider on it,
then we would go into negotiations of
the issue with the President with clean
hands. When we add billions in pork
barrel spending on our appropriations
bills and then go into negotiations
with the President, there is no dif-
ference except in priorities. It is wrong.

I have been spending a lot of time
campaigning around the country for
candidates for the House and for the
Senate, and for our candidate for Presi-
dent, my party’s candidate for Presi-
dent and Vice President of the United
States. I can tell my colleagues, clear-
ly the American people have it figured
out. They don’t like it. They want this
practice to stop. They want us to fulfill
a promise we made in 1994 when we
asked them and they gave us the ma-
jorities in both Houses of Congress.

Mr. President, this appropriations
pork barreling has got to stop. I intend
to come to the floor with every bill,
and if it keeps on, I will then take ad-
ditional measures. We all know what is
coming up: The train wreck. If it is as
much as $45 billion more then our
original $600 billion spending cap, I am
not sure how such action is justified.

I yield the floor.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

NATIONAL ENERGY SECURITY ACT
OF 2000—MOTION TO PROCEED—
Resumed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion to pro-
ceed.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 25567) to protect the energy secu-
rity of the United States and decrease Amer-
ica’s dependence on the foreign oil source to
50 percent by the year 2010 by enhancing the
use of renewable energy resources, con-
serving energy resources, improving energy
efficiencies, and increasing domestic energy
supplies, mitigating the effect of increases in
energy prices on the American consumer, in-
cluding the poor and the elderly, and for
other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAIG. Has there been a time
agreement on the legislation just pro-
posed?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We have
until 5:30 when we have a scheduled
vote on another matter.

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I will con-
sume up to 15 minutes of time in rela-
tion to the energy issue.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I came to
the floor to speak on this important
issue before the Senate and to talk
once again to my colleagues about
what I believe to be the dark cloud of
a national emergency. The American
consumer has begun to detect a prob-
lem because the price of gasoline at the
pump has gone up 25 or 30 percent in
the last year. When they begin to pay
their home heating bills this winter, I
think they will recognize where the
problem lies.

We have had the President and the
Vice President trying to position them-
selves politically over the last month
and a half on energy because of the
spike in prices, but frankly they have
articulated little. Now just in the last
week we have had the Vice President
present an energy policy for the coun-
try, and we have had Governor George
Bush talking about an energy policy
that he would propose.

Here is why these things are hap-
pening. Finally, I hope, the American
people are beginning to focus on the
very critical state of the availability of
energy in this country, to run the
economy, to make the country work,
turn the lights on, move our cars, and
do all that it takes to run an economy
based on a heavy use of energy.

We are now importing between 56 to
58 percent of our crude oil needs. Some
will remember that during the era of
the oil embargo of the mid-1970s we
were only importing 35 percent of our
needs. Even at that time there were
gas lines and fighting at the gas pumps
because American consumers were
frustrated over the cost of gas. What I
am saying, America, is we no longer
control our energy availability, our en-
ergy supplies, our energy needs.

Is it any wonder why prices have
more than tripled in the last 2 years
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from a low of about $11 per barrel of
crude oil to a high late last month of
$38? The reason is somebody else is set-
ting the price by creating either a scar-
city of supply or by the appearance
that there would be a scarcity of sup-
ply. It is not American producers con-
trolling prices and supply, it is foreign
producer countries.

The items we do control in the mar-
ketplace are demand and supplies we
might be able to produce from our own
resources. Natural was selling for $2
per 1,000 cubic feet last year, just a
year ago, and on Friday of last week
natural gas was selling for $5.20 for
every 1,000 cubic feet. That is better
than a doubling of that price.

As winter approaches, Americans
likely will face the highest energy
prices ever. Let me say that again. As
the winter approaches, Americans are
going to awaken to the highest energy
prices they have ever paid. If the win-
ter is colder than usual, energy prices
will be even higher.

Electricity prices will move right
along with gas and oil because many of
the electrical-generating facilities of
our country are fueled by natural gas.
While petroleum and natural gas sup-
plies appear to be adequate, no one can
doubt that the supply and demand for
crude oil, natural gas, and other energy
sources is very tight, resulting in in-
creased prices for these commodities.
While many observers believe supplies
of oil and natural gas will be sufficient
to meet our needs in the coming
months, I am concerned these impor-
tant resources will likely remain in
very short supply and, therefore, will
be very costly to the American con-
sumer.

I believe, and I mean this most sin-
cerely, as a member of the Senate En-
ergy Committee who for the last 10
years has tried to move policy and has
seen this administration either say
“no’’ by the veto or ‘‘no’” by the budg-
et, I sincerely believe the Clinton-Gore
administration, by its failure to
produce a national energy policy, is
risking a slowdown, perhaps even a
downturn, in this economy.

Some expect energy prices to remain
high throughout the first quarter of
2001, above $30 a barrel for oil and as
high as $4 per thousand cubic feet for
natural gas. If this is true and that
cost ripples through the economy, then
they—and by ‘‘they” I mean the Clin-
ton administration—are truly risking a
slowdown in the economy. This means
Americans will be paying more than
$1.50 per gallon of gas and perhaps
twice as much as they paid for residen-
tial natural gas use last year. Driving,
heating homes, providing services and
manufacturing goods will be much,
much more expensive under this new
high-cost energy economy.

It is not only the price at the pump
you worry about anymore; it is the
plastics; it is the supply of goods; it is
everything within our economy that is
made of the hydrocarbons that will go
up in price. Since energy costs are



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-22T10:43:08-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




